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Leveléd, Sharp éomblai:nts
On Military Set-Up.In Book

[Sun Military Correrey ent) .
Washington, - June 26 — Gen.
¢ return to, ac-
tive duty and appointment as the
President’s  military representa-
tive may well provide that dis-
tinguished. seldier with more sig-
nificant  inflience than he had,
‘even as Chief of Staff of (he
|Army from 1955 to 1659, ,
| His new job has no executive
labithority or administrative.. re-
sponsibility. But it does plaee
him closer to the unation’s, Com-
mahder in Chief of the armed
s.ergices than are the top com-
imanders of the Army, Navy or
Ak Force or the Joint chiefs
IchaiFman, . . s
‘1‘1& “that unique position—there
has, been nothing remotely like it
sineg the days after -1941 whep
te Adm. William D, Legh
éﬂ%’s “White House ‘chief of
Presidents Franklin. D,

It and Harry 8. Truman
—lieneral Taylor, back on active!
duty, will be able, with Presi.!
«dential approval, not only to re.|
'spond to inquiries an mifitary|
imatteré but, presumably, to init-

jate adyice, 3

. Lriticisms In Book l
J For that reason there is n‘atural}

interest in views  which Taylor
ihéld in January, 196, just after
ihis  retirement from the Army
Iwhen he was less inhibited than
)he bad been while on active
duty. = :

I
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for else:

’—I‘ﬁ:ms book, *““The Uncertain

9Trumpet,” he made some fierce

criticisms of the nation’s military
policy, . set-up, and performance,
and thereafter (even. whlle’ serv-
ing as President Kennedy’s in-
formal adviser since the Cuban
fiasco) he has given no public
revision of the hook’s views.

@esides sharp general com-

he thought processes of our sen-
ior leadership”  and “fuzzy
thinking” in the nation’s defense
planning, and warning against
“a'serious crisis about 1961,", Tay-|
for's_bopk made-these . spedific

I 8 Ygreat fallacy” to
massive -retaliation as. a
£ wa acterrenf.,i'{ather,
lear weapons is
ké a nuclear war

‘MWgaints alout *“cobwebs fogging
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given any Support ta Tayl,~ %
radical propogal for 4 single Chief;
of Staff (from" onésf the armed
services) with two deputies {from
the other two), nor has Presitient
Kennedy thus far shown publicly
any leaning toward that set-up.

4. Taylor was particularly hos-
g}le‘  the performiapice to date by]
¢ Nati ~SBERELY.. Council
headedg y the President and in.
cluding primarily the Vice Presi-

‘“compromise and re-
| treat?”. “

!

fes Sfrﬁila_r View -

| Kennedy has indicated muich the
l same view, and has stated a
need for “additional limited war
preparation, He has not gone
jnearly as far as Taylor urged,
‘however, in aetual Army expen-
ditures for modernization.. ‘

2. Taylor's * charge was 'that
grave harm had been done by

ense, chairman of the joint

An - . : L
1t is worth noting that President f§c7¢ExdR0ex.chicl). :

dent, Secretaries of ‘State and De-

hiefs, and the

His charge was that it had
ailed ‘to provide the joint chiefs
with the meaningful policy which
it neverthelgss expected them to
implement. He held this meant
that there was no clear relating
of. major foreign policy- commit-
ments to the means of earrying
them out,, . '

the reduction of e grmed sery-
ices. THIS [Ee.app iel 'ﬁﬁti‘c’u arly
to ‘the Army, and although the

Presiden{ has made modest in-
jcreases in certain areas; the net
increase of Ar’;ni( forces has been
jextremely small. No “lost divi-
’sion” has been restored. * -

. 3.-Taylor charged that t e Joint
Chiefs of Staff structure has Rt
BYOUERabout firm -decisions ofl
most - important military issnds;
rather, that the joint <hiefs’ degi-

sions have represented a weak.
compromise or have heen delayed
altogether.

Favors Single Chief -
Puring 1960, it may be’not.e’,;;];
Thomas S. Gates, Jr., then De-
fense Secretary, initiated a more
positive participation in Joint

ichiefs  deliberations, and this
practice ‘has been markedly ex-
tended by the present Sécretary,
Robert S. McNamara, e
either of them, however, has

5. Taylor was particalarly criti-
cal of theggdefen SadLel methad
which he said has always pitted
the services together and Ted to
uniproductive compromises ard ex-
pensive “trade-offs.” He urged,
rather, a - budget based upon
“functions™ of natiénal defenge,
with * subsequent assignment of /r
functions to the services. ‘
L I thi§ field, it woald appear,
the new Defense Secretary is de-
cidedly sympathetic already.
"~ General Taflor's services will
e in the realms of intefligence as
well as the military, and a high-
level linking here must be recog-
nized. as of outstanding impor-|
. |

tance,. .
Jntellizgence has. always heen
ne%éfé?g y. & pri
allte” milifafy servic
creafion af the C%tg@%#glﬁgence
gency, primarily with civilian
peration, b 105

: Lux@gilni o thing
8. 5PlL, between civilian “and
ilitary orgaﬁ:zahons in their pur-

gits and appraisals of information
‘xsential both tg military and for.
eign policy planning.

"It may prove that this prospee-

five relingj,%g:wiﬂ be one of the
most valuable res

lts of General
Taylot’s recen ﬁtu%g@;uf al g‘,ry
lessons fiom the Cuhan bijsinoss— |
itself a tragic example of what’
happens Wwhen intelligence and gp-

eyaunnsm,aﬁl.‘,gm;ggwfwgr isely co-

=31 Taylor_report on his inten- |
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ay’s”appointment may be its
first v‘isiblq and most x'gzlglable_



